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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1987 

O.N. 120.—In pursuance of sec lion 111 of the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) the Election 
Commission heieby publishes the Judgement pronounced on 
19-9-1987 by the High Court of Judicature original Side 
Bombay In Election Petition No 2 of 1980. 

[No. 82/MT/2 of 1980/83) 
By Order, 

T. C. S1NGHAL, Under Secy. 
Election Commission of India 


HIGH COURT 
O. O. C. J, 

Election Petition No 2 of 1980 
Called Election Petition for Report under 
Section 111 of the Renresentatlon 
of the People’s Act, 1951. 

Cortwn : R. L. Aggarwal I. 
Dated ; 18-9-1987 

Petitioner and Advocate absent. 

Shri S. J. Shah i|by M|s. Gagrat & Co, for Rospondednl' 
No. 1 

P. C, : The necessary report be submitted to the Election* 
Commissioner for publication according to Law 

Sdl- R. S. Gajra 

HIGH COURT, ORIGINAL SIDE : 

Election Petition No. 2 of 1980 

The Hon’ble Shri Justice R. L. Aggarwal. 

Chandrashekar M. Prabhu . . Petitioner 

Versus 

Raida Ratansingh Gokuldas 4 others . . Respondents 

Petitioner and Advocate absent. 

Shri S. J. SUah ilbv Mis. Gagrat & Co., for Respondent 

No. I. 
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Coram : R. L. Aggarwal J. 

Friday, 18th September, 1987 

Oral Order : 

This is a fresh report under section 111 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951. Earlier, a report dated 
13th December, lybi was made, but having regatd to tno 
fact the notice of withdrawal of the election petition under 
section llU(.3)tb)) of the said Act had not been published 
in the Guzcue of India, ihis ricsh report nas ucconie. neces- 
aary. 

Few facts are that by this election petition, the petitioner 
Chandrashckar M. Prabhu sought a declaration that the 
election of the 1st respondent Rajda Ra.ansing Gokuldas to 
the Lok-Sabha from Bombay-South Constituency held in 
January 1980 is void and that respondent No. 2-Deora Nlurli 
Sitaram be declared to have been duly elected to the Lok- 
Sabha from the Bombay-South Constituent. The Pelitioner 
made respondents Nos. 3 to 19 also parties to the petition. 
Tlie 1st respondent made his wb'en-sla'ement on 19'h 
August, 1980. On 19th August, 1980 the sa d written- 
atatement was taken on flic and the parties were directed to 
file their respective affidavit of documents and complete 


discovery and inspection on or before 1st September 1980. 
The pciiLiun was uriiwCd to he placed on comii on bih 
September 1980 ior framing issues. When the petition came 
up for framing issues on 8th September, 1980, the learned 
Counsel appearing for the petitioner stated that he had in¬ 
structions to apply for witdrawal of the petition. In view of 
that application for withdrawal of the petition, necessary 
orders and directions weie given to publish the notice of 
withdrawal of the petition. 

Now, the required notice of withdrawal of the petition has 
been published In the Gaze ‘e of Fnvlia, Part IV, on 18th 
August, 1984 under section 110(3)b) of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and as no pc-son has come forward 
to be sutr'l u ed as petitioner, the peittion has to be allowed 
to be withdrawn. 

Accordingly, the netTon : s allowed to be withdrawn. 
Counsel for respondent No. 1 did not press for cos's. 
There shill al-o be no order as to costs in favour of the 
other respondents 

Accordigly, the fact of the withdrawal of the present ne‘i- 
tion be renorted to the E'erlon Commission and the presmt 
report made unde'' scc’lon 111 of the Rccr'-'en'Btion of the 
People Act, 195t, The Prothonotarv and Senior M’a'-'er Is 
directed «o forward 'bio ’-nor* tn the Election Commission 
for further action according to law. 


PRINTED BY THE MANAGER, GOVT. OF INDIA PRESS, RING ROAD, NEW C5LHI-110064 
AND PUBLISHED I>Y THE CONTROLLER OF PUBLICATIONS. DELHI-110054, 1987 



